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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The use of the trademark ' VELCRO' has been noted in this application. It should be 
capitalized wherever it appears and be accompanied by the generic terminology. 

Although the use of trademarks is permissible in patent applications, the proprietary 
nature of the marks should be respected and every effort made to prevent their use in any manner 
which might adversely affect their validity as trademarks. 

2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 2-3 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form 
for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel 
the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
claim(s) in independent form. Claim 2 further limits an element in the preamble rather than 
further structurally limits an element that is positively recited in the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 


Application/Control Number: 10/653,753 Page 3 

Art Unit: 1744 

5. Claims 14-16 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which 
it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. While one of ordinary skill in the 
art can understand how the element may be attached to a hose, it is unclear as to how one would 
be able to 'slidably move it across a surface. . .and suction hair through the opening of the suction 
system'. It would seem that the hair would adhere to the hose rather than be suctioned into the 
suction system. 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Exemplary of such: 

Claim 17, line 2, it is unclear as to what constitutes 'a main suction opening'. Is it in 
addition to the opening of claim 1 or one in the same? 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 
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9. Claims 1-3, 7-11, 13-14, 16-17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 

clearly anticipated by Lennon. 

Lennon discloses a hair extraction element configured to be positioned at least one of 
adjacent to, and covering at least a portion of, the opening of a suction system (fig. 6, col. 
3, lines 31-32). 

With respect to claim 2, Lennon discloses the suction system is a vacuum cleaner (col 3, 
lines 33-34). 

With respect to claim 3, Lennon discloses the element formed of at least one of rubber, 
plastic, latex, vinyl and neoprene (col. 3, lines 32). 

With respect to claim 7, Lennon discloses the element in the shape of a sheet defining at 
least one orifice 9fig. 6, #52). 

With respect to claim 8, Lennon discloses the element configured to cover the entire 
suction opening (fig. 6). 

With respect to claim 9, Lennon discloses the element including a connection element 
(col. 3, lines 34-35). 

With respect to claim 10, Lennon discloses the connection element including a clip (col. 
3, lines 34-35). 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Lennon discloses the element attached to a vacuum tool (fig. 6, 
#51). 

With respect to claims 13 and 16, Lennon discloses the element detachably attachable to 
the vacuum tool (col. 4, line 1). 
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With respect to claim 14, Lennon discloses the element mounted to a tool that is 
inherently attached to a hose of a suction system to allow for operation thereof (fig. 6). 
With respect to claim 1 7, Lennon discloses the element attached directly to a main 
suction opening of the system (fig. 6). 

With respect to claim 19, Lennon discloses the Lennon discloses the element detachably 
attachable to the main suction opening (col. 4, line 1). 

10. Claims 1-2, 4-6 and 1 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 

anticipated by Kaffenberger et al.. 

Kaffenberger et al. discloses a hair extraction element configured to be positioned at least 
one of adjacent to, and covering at least a portion of, the opening of a suction system (fig. 
2„#8, 0008). 

With respect to claim 2, Kaffenberger et al. discloses the suction system is a vacuum 
cleaner (0016). 

With respect to claim 4, Kaffenberger et al. discloses the element is in the shape of a strip 
positioned adjacent to the opening (fig. 2, #8,10). 

With respect to claim 5, Kaffenberger et al. discloses the strip detachably positionable 
adjacent to the opening (001 1). 

With respect to claim 6, Kaffenberger et al. discloses the strip is positionable adjacent to 
a leading edge of the opening (fig. 2, #8). 

With respect to claim 1 1, Kaffenberger et al. discloses the element attached to a vacuum 
tool (fig. 2, #2). 
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With respect to claims 12-13 and 15-16, Kaffenberger et al. discloses the element being 

integral or detachably attachable to the vacuum tool and hose (001 1). 

With respect to claim 14, Kaffenberger et al. discloses the element mounted to a tool that 

is inherently attached to a hose of a suction system to allow for operation thereof (fig. 1, 

#4). 

11. Claims 1-6 and 11-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Rosenfield. 

Rosenfield discloses a hair extraction element configured to be positioned at least one of 
adjacent to, and covering at least a portion of, the opening of a suction system (fig. 4„ 
#21,20, col. 1, lines 27-33). 

With respect to claim 2, Rosenfield discloses the suction system is a vacuum cleaner (col. 
1, line 1). 

With respect to claim 3, Rosenfield discloses the element formed of at least one of 
rubber, plastic, latex, vinyl and neoprene (col. 1, lines 49-56). 
With respect to claim 4, Rosenfield discloses the element is in the shape of a strip 
positioned adjacent to the opening (fig. 4, #21,20). 

With respect to claim 5, Rosenfield discloses the strip detachably positionable adjacent to 
the opening (col. 2, lines 62-64). 

With respect to claim 6, Rosenfield discloses the strip is positionable adjacent to a 
leading edge of the opening (fig. 4, #21). 
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With respect to claim 1 1, Rosenfield discloses the element attached to a vacuum tool (fig. 
1, #11). 

With respect to claims 12-13 and 15-16, Rosenfield discloses the element being integral 

or detachably attachable to the vacuum tool and hose (col. 2, lines 60-64). 

With respect to claim 14, Rosenfield discloses the element mounted to a tool that is 

inherently attached to a hose of a suction system to allow for operation thereof (fig. 1, 

#12). 

With respect to claim 17, Rosenfield discloses the element attached directly to a main 
suction opening of the system (col. 5, lines 36-41). 

With respect to claims 18-19, Rosenfield discloses the element being integral or 
detachably attachable to the main suction opening (col. 2, lines 60-64). 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

13. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 


1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 
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4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

14. Claims 12 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lennon 
as applied to claims 1 and 17, respectively, above, and further in view of Kaffenberger et al.. 

Lennon discloses a similar device however fails to disclose the device integral with the 
tool/opening. 

Kaffenberger et al. discloses a hair extraction element that is integral with a tool or 
opening (001 1). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to make the 
element of Lennon integral with the tool or opening, as disclosed in Kaffenberger et al., 
to ensure that the element does not accidentally come off during use. 

Conclusion 

15. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Korsen discloses the use of a hook and loop fastener for attaching an attachment to a 
suction tool. Asta and Galigan disclose attachments for a suction hose. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Theresa T. Snider whose telephone number is (571) 272-1277. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday (5:30am-2:00pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gladys Corcoran can be reached on (571) 272-1214. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 


Application/Control Number: 10/653,753 


Page 9 


Art Unit: 1744 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Theresa T. Snider 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1744 


3/2/2006 


